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Board's decision In this pending appeal. 



Ill nT^Tyy^'^F cLA^^4s 

CU..n»,toa4an.p««*^.h..p^^.and.h.nNALREJECn.ONS 
thereof are hereby appealed. 

Appendix. 

ANotl»ofApp«-we.fWonAu6u«19.2005^nofurth.ran»ndm.nU. 

V. f.«V|| »»V OF TH E 'MVgWTION 
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application was filed, that the description requires the 
Hmllation." Uffltt. 47U8PQ 2d A1131." 
These mree paragraphs, 7 to 9. distort Appellants' arguments. Appellantsdo 
noi submit the Sandeis' Dedaiaiion to show norwjbvlousness. but rather to show 
that the yi/rmen description and anablement criteria are satisfied by no mora than 
routine experimentation after reading the original specification. Thus, holdings In 
Lockwood and Hyatt are not relevant to the subject fscts. 
Again emoting Oie Examiner 

"10. The applicant is required to show that the applicant had in 
his or her possession, as of the filing date of the application, 
the specific subject matter claimed by the applicant using such 
descriptive means aa words, stnjcturss, figures, diagrams and 
fbnnulaB that set fbrth the claimed Invention. Lpplcwggtf v. 
AmaricanAirtines.lnc. 107 F.3d 1 666. 41 USPQ2d 1 981 (Fed. 
Cir. 1997)." 

The Sanders' Declaration Is probativa of ail of this criteria. Sanders based ail 
of his oonduslons on the text of the application at the time of fMng. Thus, this 
holding In Lockwood is satisfied. 

IX CONCLUSIONS 

Thus, for the above reasons the original specificatiDn has a proper written 
description understandable by a routineer. ■ 

Accoidingly. the FINAL REJECTION of reoord is In enor, end reversal by the 
Board of Appeals Is rsapectfully requested. 
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The required Appeal Brief fee In the amount of $250.00 plus a fee of $60.00 

for a one month extension of time are attached hereto. 

If neces8ary.theComm.68toner IS hereby authorized in this. concuTO^^^ 

Mure repll«». to charge payrnentorciedltanyoverpaymentto^^^^^ 

02.2448 for any additional fees required under 37 C.F.R- § 1 -16 or under 37 C.F.R. 

§ 1 .17; partlcularty, extension of time fees. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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ALB/bb 
2B07-0102P 



691 5 Barrett Lane 
Bethe8da. MD 20814 
(301)652-6647 



ATTACHMENT: APPENDIX - CLAIMS ON APPEAL 



IhmbyeertHyttiClihls 
comspoiHtaiim is baina 
dsiiMKMi wltti itiB UnlMd 
etilM Pa«td SaivlB»«» 
FlralCtaMiiuilllnan 
•nvslopQ addrMMtf to: 

CemmlMloiwr of PMwito 
and TnHdtonwfc*. P.O. Box 
1400, 



KI,Alvmdrta./M 22313 . /) J) 



PitnM 




10 



ri AIMS ON APPEAL 

What fe claimed is: 

1. (onceamended) Acomputer^asletodpiocessfortheeslabllshmentand 

marfmteatlOR cf the sale prices of a generic set of fungroio items comprising the 
steps o/t 

conducting a primary auction for the sale of the generic set of fungible items 
based on purchase ofdere at fixed prices and/or conditional orders at prices 
contingent upon the sate of Hems In a second set of fungible Items: 

simultaneously conducting a secondaiy auction for the sale of said second 
set of fungible Items; and 

completing sales In the primary auction based on sales results In the 
secondary auction thereby establishing and maximizing the sales price of said 
generic set of fijngible items as an interdependent function of sales prices of the 
second set of fungible Itenw using a oomputar. 

2. (original) The process of daim 1 wherein the generic fungible item is a 
now Issue conveitibia bond of an underwriter and t^ second set of fungible Items 
are common stock convertible wHh respect to the convertible bonds. 

3. (original) The process of daim 1 including the further steps of: 
conducting a tertiary auction simuKaneouely with the primary and secondary 

auctions for a third set of fungible Herns having contingencies relating to the sale of 
the generic fungible Hems end/or the second set of hingible items. 
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4. (original) The process of claim 2 including the ftjrther steps of: 
conducting a tertiary auction sirmjitaneousiy with the prfmaiy and secondary 

auctions for a ^Jrd set cf fungibw Items having contingencies relating to the sale of 
the generic fungtt)le items and/br the second set of fungit)le Kerns. 

5. (original) The process of claim 4 wherein the tertiary fungible items are 
orders to loan stodc, and said orders may be contingent upon the purchase of stock 
in the secondary auction. 

6. (original) The process of claims 1 to 6 wherein sales prices of orders per 
unit are maximbsd as a function of order quantity electronically compared with 
quantities In orders %vithin each respective simultaneous auction. 

7. (original) The process of daim 1 wherein the generic fungible Items are 
security Instruments, and the conditional orders contingent upon the sale of Items In 
the second set of fungible Items are In the form of algorithms with constraints 

thereon that represemawiWngness to transact, where price isadependent variable 
of the algorithm within the constraints and the price of another security is an 
independent variable of the algorithm. 
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8. (Original) The process of dalm 7 wherein the order price of a condlttonal 
order, ee represented by the algorithm. Includes an oiderquantity subject to another 
algorithm. 

9. (original) The process of dalm 7 wherein the conditional order elgorlthm 
can be represented as a line In two dimensional space with constralnte having the 
price of one aecurtty as one axis and the price of another security as Its other axis. 

10. (original) The process of claim 7 wherein the instnjment includes bonds. 

11. (original) The process of daim 7 wherein the Instniment Includes 
warrants. 

12. (original) The process of claim 7 wherein the instmment variable noay 
indude multiple Independent variables. 

13. (original) The process of claim 7 wHereIn the Instnjment indudes 
options. 

14. (original) The process of claim 7 wherein the Instniment indudes 
futures. 
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16. (original) The process of dalm 7 wherein the Instrument Includes 
fbnvard contracts. 

16. (erlsirsa!) The prooess of ciaim 7 vyherelnthe instwnrwnt Includes swap 
contracts. 

17. (original) The process of dalm 7 wherein the price of the conditional 
order may be a yield. 

18. (original) The process of claim 7 wherein the price of the conditional 
order may be a volatility. 

19. (origlrmi) The process of daim 7 wherein the price of the conditional 
order may be a yield spread. 

20. (original) The process of dalm 7 wherein one of the conditions of the 
condltional order Is the requirement that another security is traded 
contemporaneously. 

21 . (original) The process of daim 7 wherein one of the conditions of the 
conditional order Is that no transaction can occur when the independent price is 
above or below set limits. 
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22. (original) The process of darm 7 wherein one of the condRiona of the 
oondttional order Is that the price is not to exceed a specified level regardless of the 
results produced by the algorithm. 

23. (original) The process of claim 7 wherein one of the conditions of the 
conditional order Is that the price Is not to be lesa than a specified level regardless of 
the rosuHs produced by the algorithm. 

24. (orlgirmi) The process of claim 7 wherein one of the conditions of the 
conditional order is the requirement that the onlers be match/oompared without use 
of prices fed from said external multiple exchanges. 
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